The present study assessed the effectiveness of the Cognitive Interview (CI) in a multiple-testing situation.
Performance Measures for Cognitive and Standard
Furthermore, the CI did not elicit more incorrect facts than did the standard interviewing technique.
Three similar studies (Ascherman, Mantwill, & Koehnken, 1991; Geiselman, Fisher, MacKinnon, & Holland, 1986b; Geiselman, Fisher, Mackinnon, & Holland, 1985) replicated the findings of Geiselman et al. (1984 Geiselman et al. (1985) also found that even when only critical facts, and not just total facts, were investigated the CI still elicited significantly more correct facts than the standard interview, without eliciting significantly more incorrect facts.
The effectiveness of the full CI procedure was examined in a field setting (Fisher, Geiselman, & Amador, 1989) .
Using 16 detectives from a metropolitan police department, the authors examined the interviews conducted before and after CI training. The authors found that detectives who were trained in the CI elicited 63% more information after training than the detectives who were not trained. limited in that their second interview was designed to elicit information concerning an incident different from the one used for the first interview. Orne's study (1989) compared the effects of the second cognitive or standard interview to a first interview which consisted only of a general statement asking the subjects to recall everything they remembered.
McCauley's (1993) investigation into children's memory is the only one in the CI literature to successfully investigate the effects of a multiple-recall strategy. The results indicate that the type of interview received at Time 1 had no effect on the amount of recall at Time 2. The study's one limitation is that it did not utilize an adult population.
In the learning literature one finds some evidence of the effect an initial test has on the performance on subsequent tests. Foos and Fisher (1988) be. For example, if "long-sleeved" is correct and "buttondown" is incorrect, a subjective partial accuracy rating will have to be assigned. As such, one must more subjectively assess the accuracy of that response.
In summary, this study was designed to investigate two research questions:
1. How effective is the CI in a dual-recall situation?
2. How effective is bit-of-information coding?
Method

Subiects
One-hundred and eighty-two male and female undergraduate psychology students from Florida International University served as subjects. Prior to agreeing to participate, subjects were told that they would be participating in a two-part memory study. Extra-class credit was awarded for participation. Thirty subjects did not complete the experiment and were dropped from the study.
The analyses were conducted on the data collected from the remaining 152 subjects. 
Interviewers
Procedure
Subjects were assigned randomly to one of the experimental conditions prior to beginning the experiment.
Each subject participated individually in two sessions separated by two weeks. Upon arriving for the first session, the subject was seated in front of the video screen and told that he/she would be shown a short film. Once the subject had seen the excerpt, he/she waited 5 minutes before being interviewed about the accident in the excerpt. This 5 minute waiting period was incorporated to replicate the "real world", where it usually takes police several minutes to arrive on the scene of an accident. At the conclusion of the interview, the subject was reminded that a follow-up interview would be conducted in exactly two weeks. Upon completion of the second interview, each subject was thanked for his/her participation. 
Design
Discussion
The results of the present study replicate previous findings that the CI elicits more accurate information than the standard interviewing technique (e.g., Geiselman et al., 1984; Fisher et al., 1989) . The current findings revealed that the CI elicited an average of 78% more accurate bits of information at Time 1 and an average of 66% more accurate bits of information at Time 2 than the standard interview.
However, both the CI and the standard interview elicited the same proportion of accurate bits of information (.75 and .74 for CI and standard respectively at Time 1, and .73 for both CI and standard at Time 2).
The primary focus of the present study was to examine the effectiveness of the CI in a multiple-recall situation.
Subject-eyewitnesses who received the CI recalled more accurate bits of information at both interviewing times than subjects who received the standard interview. Interview at Time 1 ----------------------------------------------------------- 
------------------------------------------------------------
Interview
-----------------------------------------------------------
